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Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2003 8 43 PM
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December 30, 2003

Commassioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy%f‘ AT TRV OATTE e iz W
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445 12th Street, NW
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Dear Kathleen Akernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag"
technoclogy for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
abi1lity to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and 1t could result 1in me being charged more money for inferier
functicnal:ity

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleagse do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerealy,

Dennis BRaker

7834 N 9300 E
Mentone, IN 46539
USA
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